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The Teddies Turn Ten 


rior to this year’s Ted- 
Pe: federal Labour Min- 

ister Jean Pierre Black- 
burn’s office contacted your 
CTE. They were concerned that 
the minister may be 
on the receiving end 
of one of the not-so- 
coveted golden sows 


@@0ne 


rector Mark Milke came up 
with the idea of a mock Os- 
car’s ceremony that would 
combine humour with a way 
to expose waste and embar- 
rass policy makers. 
Named after former 
Canada Labour Rela- 
tions Board Chair Ted 


for his much publi- of the — $733.43 lunch for 
cized penchant for challenges — two — Weatherill, the 
taxpayer-funded trav- of an “Teddies” earn head- 
el — including one advocacy lines and serve as fod- 
charter flight that group like der for talk show per- 
cost an eye popping ours Is to sonalities from coast to 
$41,822! get our coast each year. It's a 
We were assured voice heard way to remind the pub- 
by the staffer that the abovethe jie and politicians that 
minister was now in ry tax dollars should be 


compliance with all 
travel disclosure re- 
quirements. What a relief! 
What can be said ten years 
after their inception: the Ted- 
dies have made their mark! 
One of the challenges of an 
advocacy group like ours is to 
get our voice heard above the 
fray. The tried and often tired 
method of earnest press con- 
ferences and studies that doc- 
ument and demand govern- 
ments change their wasteful 
ways isn’t always enough. 
Back in 1998, then-CTF di- 
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treated with respect 

and effectively brand 
the CTF as a defender of the 
same. 

To be sure, there have been 
some adventures over the 
years: having misplaced a stat- 
ue minutes before this year’s 
press conference or improvis- 
ing one year when our mod- 
el turned white and rushed off 
stage with morning sickness 
in the middle of a presenta- 
tion. Our research director at 
the time quickly took centre 
stage; but a few of the media 


commented later that Bruce 
Winchester’s figure wasn’t 
quite up to snuff. 

We've also rattled a few pol- 
iticians’ cages. Former Gover- 
nor General Adrienne Clark- 
son issued a scathing rebut 
of her lifetime achievement 
Teddy while former Winni- 
peg Mayor Glen Murray asked 
whether the CTF wanted peo- 
ple to “hang their asses over 
the railing” when we recog- 
nized his government for hav- 
ing spent $1-million to put a 
biffy on a city bridge. And of 
course we've been ‘threatened’ 
with legal action more than 
once. 

Has wasteful spending 
stopped? No. But the Ted- 
dies have contributed to great- 
er transparency, disclosure 
and awareness that the whis- 
tle will be blown loudly if and 
when the public’s trust is be- 
ing abused. One journalist 
dubbed the annual ceremo- 
ny “the rite of ridicule.” It ap- 
pears at least that the feder- 
al labour minister has gotten 
the message. And I suspect a 
few others have along the way 
as well. 
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Letters-to-the-editor 


Hot and cold on 
global warming and 
carbon taxes 
I’m one of the deniers/ 
skeptics and a member of 
the Friends of Science 
(www.friendsofscience.o 
rg ) and a long time sup- 
porter of the CTF The CTF 
should provide estimates 
of what it may cost in Can- 
ada — and Alberta in par- 
ticular — to do such things 
as sequester carbon diox- 
ide and what the so-called 
benefit might be in terms 
of actual reductions in av- 
erage global temperatures. 
I suggest you use as a 
template the book: How 
to Spend $50 Billion to 
Make the World a Better 
Place. | think it’s ludicrous 
for Canadian governments 
to spend hundreds of mil- 
lions, if not billions of dol- 
lars, to reduce and seques- 
ter CO2 which will have 
minimal, if any, effect on 
climate. 
R. A. (Al) King PEng. 
Calgary, AB 


No article in all my years 
as a CTF supporter has 
rubbed me the wrong way 
more than your re-print of 
John Tierney’s “In 2008: a 
100% chance of alarm” in 
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the March/April edition of 
The Taxpayer. 

We need a jolt of reality 
to make us turn the chan- 
nel from football or Amer- 
ican Idol. The planet begs 
our attention. The reali- 
ty is that global warming 
is not entirely dramatic, it 
is happening with stealth, 
and we will take a few cen- 
turies to cook ourselves. 
The ‘dramatic news’ [we 
see from time to time] is 
only a warning. 

Events such as Gla- 
cier National Park with- 
out glaciers in 10 years, 
species extinction, and ice 
free Artic summers seem 
like extremely short term 
disasters to me. 

I am ashamed to be a 
CTF supporter associat- 
ed with this article. I would 
appreciate a more bal- 
anced presentation of facts 
on any topic. The impli- 
cation of climate change 
affects all of us, and we 
should be making choic- 
es that are more than eco- 
nomically based. We can 
ill-afford to be wrong on 


this one. 
Bruce Boldt 
Saskatoon SK 


Bravo to the Canadi- 
an Taxpayers Federation 
for taking a brave stand 
against the biggest hoax 
of the decade ... global 
warming. It is the biggest, 
most important issue to 
tackle right now. 

Unless people wake 
up here, not only will 
they freely tax the air we 
breathe but we will be pe- 


nalized for using a toilet. 
Meanwhile, big corpora- 
tions are eager to push this 
agenda as there are huge 
taxpayer-subsidized gold- 
mines for the taking. 

We are in a huge fight 
here against a prolifera- 
tion of taxpayer subsidized 
wind turbines — hundreds 
and hundreds will soon 
cover our area. No envi- 
ronmental assessments are 
being done (only company- 
sponsored “reviews”). It 
has been shown in Europe 
that these do next to noth- 
ing to reduce CO2 emis- 
sions as the fossil fuel 
plants must keep running 
(or inefficiently ramping 
up and down) in case the 
wind dies down. 

In addition to huge tax- 
payer costs, wind and now 
solar developers are tying 
up a tremendous amount 


of farmland. 
M. Anderson 
ON 


The carbon tax being im- 
plemented by the Campbell 
government, far from being 
“revenue neutral,” will in 
fact be the imposition of a 
massive new tax on the cit- 
izens of British Columbia. 

The bulk of the carbon 
tax will be collected from 
the resource, manufactur- 
ing, and transportation in- 
dustries, all of which pass 
it on to consumers (read 
taxpayers) in the form of 
higher prices for goods 
and services. In the end 
it will be the consumers, 
(again, read taxpayers) 
who will pay the cost. 


The Campbell govern- 
ment’s claim that the pro- 
posed new carbon tax will 
be “revenue neutral” to 
taxpayers is nothing less 
than deceitful. 


Richard Hermann 
Vancouver, BC 


How will the govern- 
ment tax all the farmers 
with livestock that give 
off gas? Will the govern- 
ment tax itself when all 
the smoke from the burn- 
ing forests add to the car- 
bon problem? In August 
you can't see the Winni- 
peg skyline from two miles 
out for all the smoke from 
straw burning. With gov- 
ernments, it is usually 
less about sense and more 
about cents, but in this 
case scents ... and 


I smell BS. 


Ray Bouvier 
Winnipeg, MB 


Keep Up the 
Good Work 
Politicians of 
all levels and 
stripes NEED an 
organization to 
keep their greedy, 
exploiting ways 
in check! Con- 
gratulations on 
all your victories 
and part victo- 
ries! 
Hans Reichel 
Ottawa, ON 


I turned 87 in 
January of this 
year and there- 
fore do not expect 
to reap any great 


benefits from your future 
efforts. Nethertheless, I 
believe in what you are 
trying to accomplish and 
highly commend you on 


your efforts! 
Frank Raymond 
Nanaimo, BC 


Support the 
government 


Stephen Harper and 
his government are do- 
ing a great job! One tax 
at a time. Spending can 
always be curved but 
they deserve our sup- 


port. 
Marilyn T. 
Kelowna, BC 


Taxing taxes 


Has anyone ever 
asked why we pay GST 


EXTRACT ALL YOUR 


GOLD FILLINGS? 


= WIT SHOULD GET 
=) FULL TANK OF 


CURATOLO BES 


Letters-to-the-editor 


on postage stamps? That is 
another rip-off of the taxpay- 
er who already pays for the 
post office and its misera- 
ble lack of service. Why not 
charge GST for passports 
and every other govern- 
ment service such as driv- 
er’s licenses and so on. GST 
charged on postage stamps 
is truly offensive. 

M Newhouse, MD 

Hamilton, ON 

ED: Actually we have inves- 
tigated this question and the 
short answer is GST is applied_ 
to everything unless it is ex- 
empted by legislation. Gasoline 
and postage stamps for exam- 
ple are not exempted. Watch 
your power bills across the 
country. The myriad of new 
taxes dressed up as “environ- 
mental levies” and “clean air 
funds” are all having GST ap- 
plied to them! 


ME A 
) 
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Subprime hits taxpayers 


With news that CIBC could have over $25 
billion tangled up in the US subprime mort- 
gage disaster, taxpayers could also be on the 
hook. 

The Public Service Alliance of Canada 
(PSAC) runs the pension plan for 165,000 fed- 
eral public employees. The pension money is 
handled by a number of financial institutions 
many which have invested in risky subprime 
investments. 

Unfortunately, all is mum at PSAC about 
how much money could be in jeopardy. But no 
one — other than taxpayers — are really that 
concerned. Why you ask? 

Well, federal employees have defined bene- 
fit pension plans. This means benefits are de- 
termined by years of service, highest salaried 
years and age. In other words, benefits are not 
calculated based on how much money employ- 
ees contributed. 

If pension benefits exceed earnings or bil- 
lions are lost in sketchy investments, taxpay- 
ers — many without a pension — will have to 
cough up any difference to ensure federal bu- 
reaucrats receive their full pension entitle- 
ment. 

With files from the Financial Post 


The Richmond oval 
saga continues 


Your CTF has - eal 


never had a re- eu 
peat Teddy win- \ 
ner, but the city 
of Richmond is making 
a serious second run for 
the coveted municipal 
waste award. 

The city won the 
award in 2006 for the fi- 
asco surrounding its con- 
struction of a new oval 
skating rink for the 2010 
winter Olympics. Not only 
is the project well over 
budget, but there were nu- 
merous other spending 
twists including 16 trips 


city officials took to locales around the world 
to view other skating ovals. Then there was the 
$1.3 million for art and sculptures. Or how 
about the extra $22 million they needed be- 
cause they forgot to include a facility parking 
lot. Everybody has their fingers crossed that 
they remembered it needs ice. 

But alas the saga continues ... on January 
15, 2008, all the major players were on hand 
to watch the installation of the final piece of 
the rink’s roof, including Richmond Mayor 
Malcolm Brodie and Premier Gordon Camp- 
bell. They were bragging how the roof — which 
is over 2.6 hectares in size — was made of BC 
pine-beetle-killed lumber. 

Campbell boasted the roof “will showcase 
the ingenuity and innovation of B.C.’s wood 
products industry to an international audi- 
ence,’ 

Unfortunately, he was right. Two months lat- 
er contractors discovered the roof insulation 
was filled with mold and it will cost well over 
$2 million to fix. 

With files from The Taxpayer / CTF’s BC office 


Drug deals go bad 


Ever since Ottawa got into the drug dealing 
business, it has been an abysmal failure 
at collecting overdue accounts. 
In 2003, Ottawa legalized 
the use of marijuana for “me- 
dicinal purposes.” In the proc- 


i.) ess, it contracted the develop- 


yh ment of a supply of cannabis 
to Saskatoon-based Prairie 
Plant Systems which set up 
a grow-op in a mine in Mani- 
toba. 
Ottawa sells the Marijuana at $5 a 
gram on credit. A recent Freedom of In- 
formation request by the Globe and Mail 
revealed Ottawa has $554,255 in unpaid 
deals as of the end of December. 
In fact, 462 individuals have received 
letters of final notice from Ottawa concern- 
ing their derelict accounts. Considering 


Bureaucrats make poor drug dealers. 


Waste 


that Ottawa only has 739 clients, this means 
that 62% are in arrears. 

Twenty-nine of the individuals have been 
sent to collections. To date, Ottawa had only 
recovered $2,000. 

With files from the Globe and Mail 


Too busy to stop fraud 


An employee for the Canadian Border Serv- 
ices Agency was recently charged for allegedly 
racking up $230,000 in personal purchases on 
two separate government credit cards over a 
nine month period according to documents ob- 
tained by the Globe and Mail. 

It did not include $51,000 in purchases re- 
fused when the cards were maxed out. This, 
despite the fact the individual managed to have 
the limit on one card increased from $5,000 to 
$30,000 by faking the signature of an authoriz- 
ing agent in the department. 

In addition, the employee allegedly used gov- 
ernment contracted courier services to have 
items delivered. 

Though the items were purchased between 
March 2006 and January 2007, the Agency 
wasn't aware of the problem until August or 
September 2006 (yes, they are not sure), but 
— claiming it was busy — took another six 
months to finally get around to doing some- 
thing about it, and then only after an- 
other complaint. 

During this nine month period, the 
individual allegedly purchased 49 coin 
sets from the Royal Canadian Mint 
which were deposited into her person- 
al account. As well, a number of items 
such as electronic equipment and lap- 
tops were purchased and then sold 
online using Ebay. The individual used 
government paid couriers to send the 
items to the purchasers. 

In April 2008, the RCMP charged 
Veronica Topic with a number of fraud 
and forgery charges related to the pur- 
chases. 

With files from the Globe and Mail 


Unwanted skateboard park now 
double original budget 


Residents prefer decent roads 
over skate park 


In 2004, the city of Regina decided to build 
a Skateboard park. At the time, the city stated 
the park would cost taxpayers $500,000. Even 
at that price, people questioned the utility of 
such a project when the city had been wailing 
for months about its declining infrastructure. 

Four years later, the park still isn’t complete 
and the price tag has nearly doubled. 

The problems started immediately as no 
residential area wanted the park. By 2006, the 
city was still in consultation talks with the vari- 
ous neighbourhoods to find a suitable location. 
When city bureaucrats finally came up with a 
location on the east end of Regina in March 
2006, a lawsuit by nearby residents in 2007 
tied the project up for months. 

Construction was further delayed due to 
“land acquisition issues.” By this time, Regina 
was well into its boom and construction costs 
were skyrocketing. Nevertheless, the city 
pushed ahead with construction of the park. 

The project is expected to be completed by 
July 2008 at a price tag of $952,000. Local 
ratepayers are holding their breath, with a cou- 
ple of months left till completion there is still 
opportunity for further botching of the project. 

With files from the Regina LeaderPost 
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CBC execs fly first class 


Information gathered via an Access to Infor- 
mation request uncovered questionable flying 
habits of executives with the People’s Broad- 
casting Corporation. Apparently, the execs fly 
only one way - first class. 

Take the case of Edna Turpin, a board mem- 
ber at CBC. In March, 2007, she spent $3,065 
flying first class from Toronto to St. John’s 
Newfoundland. Economy class for the same 2 
hour 45 minute flight was under $1,000. That 
same month, she flew from St. John’s to Otta- 
wa to Montreal back to St. John’s for $3,479 
while economy fare was just $1,100. 

She was not alone. Board member Yasmin 
Jivraj flew a number of times from Edmonton 
to Eastern Canada with each first-class flight 
costing around $2,400 — more than double 
economy. Meanwhile, former board member 
Howard McNutt paid $1,959 for his flight from 
Halifax to Ottawa in September 2006 instead 
of $500 economy class. 

When it comes to first class flights, Air Can- 
ada boasts having one of the best wine cellars 
of any airline in the world and claims it uses 
blind taste tests with wine connoisseurs to en- 
sure the best. 

Numerous times, CBC executive flew first 
class on flights less than an hour long, such as 
Turpin’s 43 minute flight from Ottawa to Mon- 
treal — that’s hardly enough time to chill the 
wine. 


CTF director John Williamson — quoted in 
the Ottawa Sun - called the spending out of 
control. “I know of very few companies in the 


private sector who allow their executives to fly 
first class for short haul flights,” he said. 

However, the problems don't stop there. 
CBC executives when travelling overseas rou- 
tinely booked themselves into palace-style lux- 
ury hotels where rooms run in excess of $800 
a night. 

In September, 2006, Robert Rabinovitch, 
former CBC CEO, paid $4,377 for a five day 
stay at the plush Ciragan Palace Kempinski 
Hotel in Turkey. The hotel provides a private 
butler for each guest in addition to offering 
“the ultimate in luxury and glamour of a genu- 
ine Ottoman Palace.” 

Not to be outdone, Nancy Lee — who heads 
up CBC sports — went to Berlin along with 
David Masse during the 2006 Soccer World 
Cup to negotiate the purchase of soccer rights. 
They managed to land at another Ciragan ho- 
tel — the Kempinski Hotel Adlon — where rates 
were only $840 a night. The soccer duo ended 
up spending $8,590 for their five day stay. 

Included in this total was a bill of $200 for 
something called a “kosmetik.” Calls to the 
hotel said it probably involved the purchase of 
skin products. 

A spokesman for the CBC said it was all 
worth it as CBC managed to “land a FIFA deal.” 

With files from the Ottawa Sun / Toronto Sun 


Pension fund bailout 


In April it was discovered the New Bruns- 
wick government gave a privately run pen- 
sion plan a one-time $10.6-million subsidy, 
plus a commitment to pay an addition- 
al $770,000 per year over the next 14 
years. 

Many were stunned by the news, 
wondering what business government 
had throwing money into a private 
pension plan. 

The plan for 6,000 employees work- 
ing in nursing homes around the prov- 
ince is operated by the New Bruns- 
wick Nursing Home Association. 


Do CBC executives really need a 
personal butler? 


Waste 


In March, the president of the association 
announced there was a $17.8 million shortfall 
in the General and Service Employees Pension 
Plan. This meant there was not enough mon- 
ey to pay current retirees. However, instead of 
scaling back benefits or having the employees/ 
employers kick in more money, the association 
convinced the government to bail it out. 

When media asked for more information, 
the government cited privacy laws and refused 

divulge any details. 
© Seer on the subsidy, CTF federal di- 
rector John Williamson said, “If New Bruns- 


wick taxpayers are going to be on the hook to 
top up pension funds, they have the right to 
know details on the agreement. 

When asked if this was the first time the 
New Brunswick government had bailed out a 
privately run pension plan, government offi- 
cials refused to answer. Many are concerned 
other private pension plans will ask for finan- 
cial help if their pensions are running into 
similar problems due to poor investment de- 
cisions or overly-generous benefits being paid 


retired employees. 
With files from the Telegraph Journal 


Canadians prefer “trip to the dentist” over preparing 
“income tax by hand” 


Results of a public opinion poll commis- 
sioned by your Canadian Taxpayers Feder- 


ation finds taxpayers believe federal income 


taxes are too high and the tax system is too 
complicated and unfair. 
The survey was conducted by Praxicus 


Public Strategies Inc., among 1,000 Canadi- 


an adults 18 years-of-age and older. 

When taxpayers were asked “what would 
you prefer to do” a majority (52%) of those 
surveyed responded “take a trip to the den- 
tist” and 42% said “complete your own in- 
come tax return by hand.” The remaining 
6% “don’t know/refused.” 

The CTF-commissioned public opinion 
survey also found: 


e 65% of Canadians say federal person- 


al income tax rates are somewhat too 
high (33%) or much too high (32%); 
© 63% of Canadians believe the federal 


income tax system is too complicated; 


and 


e 57% of Canadians deem the 
income tax system somewhat 
unfair (40%) or very unfair 
(17%). 

“This poll indicates Canadians un- 
derstand the tax code is too compli- 
cated, and the system unfair. They 
also realize income taxes are too 
high, indeed Canada has the high- 
est personal income tax burden of 


any G-7 nation, more than even the French 
and Italians,” said CTF federal director John 
Williamson. “Even when taxes are cut, gov- 
ernments can impose other kinds of bur- 
dens. The Conservatives, for example, enact- 
ed a series of boutique tax cuts in the 2006 
and 2007 budgets. These changes eased the 
income tax burden for some, but they require 
taxpayers to tick the appropriate box on the 
tax form and collect receipts. Failure to do ei- 
ther means paying more tax, hence the need 
for professional help and additional tax bu- 
reaucrats, not to mention a Super-size shoe- 
box for all the Paperwork.” 

Williamson concluded, “The Purpose of 
paying taxes is to fund government programs, 
not support an army of tax collectors. Cana- 
dians are required by law to pay taxes. This 
obligation should not require citizens to pay 
a professional to determine how much is 
owed to the taxman.” 


en 210.) 


availa Years of Teddies 


6) n March 5, 2008, your Canadian Taxpayers Federation (CTF) held its tenth annual 


Teddy Waste Awards ceremony to honour the best of the worst in government spending 
and high taxes at a black-tie news conference on Parliament Hill. CTF Ontario Director 
Kevin Gaudet acted as master of ceremonies with help from Porky the 
Waste Hater and Samantha, this year’s Teddy model. 

Founded in 1999, the Teddies 
are named after Ted 
Weatherill a former 
senior public servant 
who was terminated 
in 1998 for “expenses 
incurred by him ... in- 
compatible with his po- 
sition as Chairman of 
the Canada Labour Re- 
lations Board.” 

Ted’s most famous 
expense was a $733.43 
lunch for two in Paris. 
Each year a golden sow 
is awarded federally, pro- 
vincially, municipally and 
for lifetime achievement to 
any bureaucrat, politician, 
government or government 
agency that demonstrates a 
unique ability to waste tax- 
payers’ money. 

Sadly, 2007 was yet anoth- 
er blockbuster year for gov- 
ernment waste. Politicians 
and public officials must real- 
ize that hardworking Canadi- 
ans will not tolerate those who 
use tax dollars to live the high 
life. Our Teddies are an appro- 
priate way to give them the rec- 
ognition they so richly deserve. 

The following provides 
highlights — errr, lowlights 
— of nominees and winners 
in each of the four catego- 
ries. For a complete listing go to 
www.taxpayer.com. 


Federal nominees. .... . 


Jean Pierre Blackburn: 
Politicians, Staffers and 


a Snake on a Plane 4 
Nominated for “Best Use of Non- 
Transparent Props in a Performance” 


Taxpayers thought they had seen 
the last of films about ministerial 
waste and lack of transparency now 
that new directors were running Ot- 
tawa’s federal studio, but not so in the case of 
Conservative Labour Minister and Quebec MP 
Jean-Pierre Blackburn. 

The film begins with Minister Blackburn 
brushing off suggestions of overspending on 
travel as he brags that he spent less than his 
Liberal predecessor. This is true — only if you 
don’t include $150,000 for 25 charter flights 
including one that cost a whopping $41,822. 

Of the 25 flights, only 8 were posted as min- 
isterial travel. The rest are listed as depart- 
ment contracts with zero information about 
who flew or where they went. 

Later scenes clear up the mystery. As the 
minister for regional development in Que- 
bec, Minister Blackburn is handing out politi- 
cal pork with reckless abandon. Nearly 20 per 
cent of all handouts to Quebec benefit his lo- 
cal region — even though only 4 per cent of 
Quebec’s popula- . 
tion lives there. 

Throughout 
the film, Minis- 
ter Blackburn 


TTAWA — In a 


tidicule, the Canadian Taxpa, 


by John 
Williamson 


Federal Director 


Political rite of handshake 
y- moted than’ 
Over the ¢ 


those res; ib) 
fired Ponsible are more likely to he pro- 


a very large basket on the front. 


Senator Raymond 
Lavigne: The Wakefield 


Chainsaw Massacre 
Nominated for “Achievement in Use of 
Extras” 


Opening scenes of this film are set 

in Wakefield, Quebec, complete with 
the unmistakable racket of a chainsaw. A lo- 
cal man, Neil Faulkner, is horrified to discov- 
er a Stranger cutting down trees on his prop- 
erty. Who is this chainsaw-yielding man? It 
turns out to be the executive assistant to Mr. 
Faulkner’s neighbour, Liberal Senator Ray- 
mond Lavigne. Mr. Faulkner sues the senator 
and files a complaint with the Senate. 

A special Senate committee discovers mis- 
use of Senate resources including $24,000 in 
travel between Ottawa and Montreal and staff 
doubling as landscapers on the public dime. 
He is ordered to repay the funds and is kicked 
out of the Liberal caucus. 

As with all good thrillers, the RCMP is called 
in and Senator Lavigne is charged with fraud 
over $5,000, breach of trust, and obstruction 
of justice. Taxpayers, Senate reform advo- 
cates and environmentalists demand a refund 

and give the film two thumbs 
a, down. 


Canadian 


is unrepentant. 
When ques- 
tioned about 
his excessive 
travel he re- 
sponds saying he 
can't do his job “by 
bicycle.” He proba- 
bly could, but with all 
the loot he’s been dol- 
ing out, he would need 


int finally landed reg 
ithis job 


er Liberal cabin 
pers’ circle for sneer Joe “$1 


on “some truly 
les, 


re : 
za” Volpeis br diligent bureaucrats 


Joe “$138 Piz, 
Nothing like the frog tous ining at taxpayers: S les just to get anything m 


m anitiicigenstinwaace’ | International 
y mice, ~=©—Development 
Agency: No 

Country For Old 


his A eX 
ueprints for repairing form will be P 
stice John Gomer ait Oo rk 
sags al report ong : “i . 
onli ame Nominated for “Worst Foreign 
by long 
al, others 
red Handout” 


Expectations were running high 
when the Canadian International Devel- 
opment Agency (CIDA) announced a new 
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film detailing how it would hand out part of its 
$3-billion in annual funding to “support sus- 
tainable development in developing countries 
in order to reduce poverty and to contribute 
to a more secure, equitable, and prosperous 
world.” 

But what sounded like the feel-good film of 
the year quickly became anything but. Ear- 
ly scenes reveal Canada’s “development assis- 
tance” contributed $7.7-million in “aid” to Ire- 
land — the fourth-richest country in the world 


Then CTF director Walter Robinson 
announces recipients at the CTF’s 
very first Teddy awards ceremony 
held March 17th, 1999. It included 
handing out a lifetime achievement 
award to former federal Finance Min- 
ister Michael Wilson for introducing 
“bracket-creep” taxation. 


— and one with much lower taxes than 
in Canada. Talk about the luck of the 
Irish! 

In later scenes, CIDA gives $57-mil- 
, lion to China — a country with 10% an- 
; nual economic growth, nuclear weap- 
ons and a space program! Movie-go- 
ers are shocked as all along they expected aid 
money to go to more noble projects such as 
water and infrastructure projects in Africa. 


Federal Award Winner: 

And the federal Teddy goes to Senator Ray- 
mond Lavigne for “Achievement in Use of Ex- 
tras.” This is the second year in a row a Sena- 
tor wins the federal Teddy. Like Senator Col- 
in Kenny last year, Senator Lavigne is a walking 
billboard for Senate reform. 


Provincial Nominees. . . 


Murray Smith: Mr. Smith Goes 
to Washington 


Nominated for “Most Expensive Performance by 
an Actor in a Leading Role” 


When the province of Alberta gets behind a 
production they spare no expense. The film in- 
volves the province’s office in Washington, D.C; 
and its lead actor — former cabinet minister 
Murray Smith —- didn’t come cheap. 

Mr. Smith with his modest $233,000 sala- 
ry oversees vitally important services to Alberta 
citizens such as throwing a $3.8-million Cana- 
da Day bash along with other such social gath- 
erings. 

Upon growing tired of billing taxpayers for 
taxis to the tune of $6,250, Smith convinces 


the Alberta government to lease him a car for 
$518 a month and another $2,122.34 when the 
vehicle of Mr. Smith’s choice has to be shipped 
in. 

In 2006, taxpayers paid $6,216 for the car 
lease and another $320 a month for two park- 
ing spaces. Movie-goers begin to choke on their 
popcorn when in the next scene a bill arrives 
for $6,000 in gas and — wait for it - more taxi 
charges! Other expenses include: 


¢ $15,000 yearly allowance; 

¢ $528 a month in health insurance; 

¢ $400 a month to store Smith’s personal be- 
longings; 

* $350 monthly charge for management fees 
in relation to his home in Calgary; and 
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Montreal; 
* $59,000 for a garden 
party; 
¢ $4,000 for a fami- 
ly member’s birthday 
party; 
| * $2,800 for two 
{ meals in Quebec City; 
' © $45,000 in reim- 
bursements for gifts 
And oh $895 for a St ~ ‘est and Canadian Te ni ration federal director Walter Robins on present the fifth a pe al Teddies with nO list of recipi- 
GPS device to find his way mug = gm ents provided; 


around Washington. Mov- \ This little piggy oe ie $2,400 for a 5-night 


ie-goers hope the new star stay at the Mont-Trem- 
of the upcoming sequel will Goes to Peg for its blant ski resort; and 
figure out that maps can be sullen mer * $12,000 for taking 
purchased for under $10. a Quebec government 

plane on a fishing trip 
| and a tour of a provin- 
cial park. 

The mystery deep- 

ens as all three provin- 


Each year, the Teddies 
earn headlines from 
coast-to-coast bringing 
public attention to waste 
and mismanagement. 


¢ $6,500 monthly rent 
for his apartment in 
Washington. 


Quebec Lieutenant 
Governor Lise 
Thibault: It’s a 


Good Life cial parties in Quebec de- 
Nominated for “Achievement in Tax Dollar Mis- : mand answers. Neither the ; 
ditcetion’ auditors-general of Canada nor Quebec can fig- 
ure out how over 40% or $700,000 of spending 
This truly is a taxpayer horror film. And relates to her official duties. Like all villains, 
when the plot involves the Quebec auditor-gen- _ che denies all wrongdoing right to the end. 
eral, the auditor-general of Canada and the Wallets across the nation can now rest easy as, 


RCMP and Quebec police, you know it’s sure to thankfully, her reign of taxpayer terror is over. 
be a smash hit. 


In her ten-year reign of taxpayer terror, 


former Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec Lise Provincial Award Winner: 

Thibault’s lavish spending would make even an And the provincial Teddy goes to Quebec’s 

Arab sheik blush. Scene after scene has tax- former Lieutenant Governor Lise Thibault for 

payers spilling their drinks. Here is how she “Achievement in Tax Dollar Misdirection.” The 

spent some of the $1.7 million given to her only good news is taxpayers can loosen the 

from Heritage Canada: death grip on their wallets now that her reign is 
¢ $825 for a suite at the Ritz-Carleton in over. 


Municipal Nominees. . . 


Christine Nunziata: Entitled to my Entitlements” have movie-goers left thea- 


. tres so stunned. 
my. Entitlements the Sequel Former Toronto Catholic School Board Trus- 
Nominated TOF Peso plenmient Omedie tee Christine Nunziata brought wasteful spend- 
Use of an Expense Account ing to the screen in ways it may take years for 


Not since David Dingwall’s “I’m Entitled to film studios to match. As first reported in the 
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In 2004, former Governor General Adrienne Clarkson won the CTF’s coveted lifetime 
achievement Teddy. 


Toronto Sun her numerous abuses of public 
money include: 

* $816 vacation to Cuba; 

* $3,000 trip to the Dominican Republic al- 
legedly on business although a staff review 
found she “attended no meetings but did 
get married and had a honeymoon”; 

¢ $575 purchase at Tiffany & Co; 

* $186 for an online purchase from a U.S. 
based lingerie store; 

¢ $834 for a camera; 

¢ $502 for a trip to Canada’s Wonderland; 

¢ A September 2007 cell phone bill of $884, in- 
cluding $628 in long distance charges to and 
from the Turks and Caicos Islands; and 

¢ $12,000 for food. 


City of Toronto: The Spending 


Ultimatum 
Nominated for “Worst Use of an Auditor-General 
and Integrity Commissioner in a Comedic Film” 


Taxpayers flock to the theatres when two city 
of Toronto councillors, Rob Ford and Doug Ho- 
lyday, make a film. Renowned for being pen- 
ny-pinchers, the stars are audited by the city’s 
Integrity Commissioner and Auditor-Gener- 
al over the lack of use of their $53,000 office 
budget expense accounts. 


When it came to light that Ford spent SO and 
Holyday only spent $1500 out of their respec- 
tive budgets, big spending Toronto Councillor 
Georgio Mammoliti, in his bid for the top actor 
nod, rallied council to vote for an investigation 
into the practice of spending so little. Ford and 
Holyday have been perennial thorns in the side 
of big spending members of Toronto city coun- 
cil and their action movies always show them 
fighting to reduce spending and stop waste. 

In final scenes, Ford is slapped on the wrist 
for refusing to disclose his personal expenses 
even though he doesn't want to get paid back 
for them and refuses to make taxpayers foot 
the bill. The Integrity Commissioner, the Au- 
ditor-General, their staff and council spent un- 
told hours filming the fighting and mud-sling- 
ing over the audit of budget under-spending 
when they could have been investigating how to 
reduce spending and reduce taxes. Only in To- 
ronto! 


Municipal Award Winner: 

And the municipal Teddy goes to former To- 
ronto Catholic School Board Trustee Chris- 
tine Nunziata for “Being Entitled to Her Entitle- 
ments.” It is somewhat disheartening that tru- 
ancy from board meetings is what did her in 
— NOT clear abuse of her board credit card. Go 
figure. 
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Lifetime Achievement. . . 


Canada’s Tax Code 


In 1917 during World War I, then-Finance 
Minister Sir William Thomas White brought 
forth the “War Tax Upon Income” bill saying it 
was a temporary measure. He insisted it be 
called this because he hoped it would not last 
much longer than the war itself. He said: 

“We do not know how long this war will 

last...(But)...A year or two after the war 

is over, the measure should be reviewed 

by the minister of finance of the day.” 

Here it is 91 years later and the tax remains. 
This must be what the great economist Mil- 
ton Friedman meant when he said “Nothing is 
so permanent as a temporary government pro- 
gram.” 

How has Canada’s tax code changed in those 
nine decades? In 


tions, deductions and payments that make the 
average taxpayer’s head spin yet leave the aver- 
age accountant grinning from ear to ear. 

This complexity has expanded the tax code 
from its original 11-pages to a mind-numbing 
2,226 page document today that only experts 
understand. 

Not surprisingly, Canada now has an army 
of tax collectors. The Canada Revenue Agen- 
cy (CRA) is the second largest government 
body next to National Defence. Moreover, this 
army isn’t shy about touting its might. Its gen- 
eral — Commissioner and CEO of the CRA Wil- 
liam Baker - recently boasted that his troops 
number 46,000, including 10,000 financial “ex- 
perts” and have an annual budget of $4-billion. 

For this year’s lifetime achievement Teddy, 
the Academy of Taxers and Spenders recogniz- 

es Canada’s tax code for its 


1917, the bill in- 
troducing a war 
tax was 11 pages 
long and levied 

a 4 percent tax 
on all income of 
single men over 
$2,000. For oth- 
ers, the person- 
al exemption was 
$3,000. For Ca- 
nadians with an- 
nual incomes 

of more than 
$6,000, the tax 
rate ranged from 
2 to 25 per cent. 


Today, it has 
grown to four tax 
brackets of 15, 
22, 26, and 29 
per cent. But the 
real complica- 
tions come with 
the myriad of 
credits, exemp- 
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ability to grow and spawn 
into a giant mess of com- 
plex bureaucratese. 

Some advice from the 
CTF? Simplify things. This 
will reduce the tax burden 
on beleaguered Canadians 
and help ordinary people 
better understand the sys- 
tem Heck, it will also save 
some trees, which may even 
get David Suzuki on board 
in support of lower, simpler, 
and flatter taxes. 


@61n 191 7, the bill intro- 
ducing a war tax was 11 
pages long and levied a 
4% tax on all income of 
single men over $2,000 ... 
Today, it has grown to four 
tax brackets of 15, 22, 26, 
and 29% ...a mind-numb- 
ing 2,226 page docu- 
ment. 
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by Terry Price 
very year, property owners across North 
America receive an assessment notice 
based on an estimated market value of 
their property as of a specific date. 

There are literally hundreds of aspects of 
your assessment that affect your property’s val- 
ue. To determine if you're paying only your “fair 
share” of property tax, check first to see if your 
assessed value appears close to what your prop- 
erty is actually worth. Most homeowners know 
their value already and can usually tell at first 
glance if they're being fairly assessed. If you're 
not sure, call your assessment office and request 
to see a listing of all properties that sold in your 
local area or community that are comparable to 
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| APPEAL MY PROPERTY TAXES? 


your structure type. You have every right 
to know, and at your request, they must 
provide you with a complete listing of all 
sales used to calculate your property’s val- 
ue. This is your easiest and fastest route 
to follow. Or, visit a few neighbours with 
similar style homes or call a few realtors 
that work your area to get an idea. An ex- 
planation from the assessor and your own 
investigative work will help you determine 
if yours is a good assessment or not. 

Should you choose to visit your local 
assessment office make sure they review 
with you all of your property details, ex- 
act measurements, basement finish, etc. 
If any are in error, they are obligated to 


rr} THE TAXPAYER 


— 


of dollars 

as a result. 
Your prop- 

erty assess- 

ment is cal- 

culated using 


very edusing 


software, and is prob- 


[ial 
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fix them imme- \ 

diately and you 

could save 

hundreds 

or possibly Al 

thousands aa EE 


ou, not the assessment de- 
partment, to ensure your 
Soe record is correct. 
So, fill out the as- 
sessment complaint 
J \ — > form in full and file 


an official “com- 
plaint” on your prop- 
erty assessment with- 
in the time frame 
stated. This is not 
an appeal, but a com- 
plaint to a review board 
or court of review. Then, if 


IN 


you're unhappy with the de- 
cision rendered by them, you 
have the option of “appeal- 
ing” their decision. Remem- 
ber, it is important to list 
specifically the reasons why 
you feel your assessment 

is too high. Simply saying 

it is too high is not enough 
and will get your complaint 


ably quite accurate. Howev- 
er, you must be aware that if 
any detail is overlooked or in 
error, it affects your assessed 
value, and hence, your prop- 
erty tax payable. The prop- 
erty tax you pay is based 

on this value. Remember 
though, if your assessment is 
less than what you feel your 


@6Your property assessment 
is calculated using very so- 
phisticated software, and 
is probably quite accurate. 
However, you must be aware 
that if any detail is overlooked 
or in error, it affects your as- 
sessed value, and hence, your 
property tax payable. 98 


property is worth, it’s best to 
not say a thing. There’s an 
old saying in the assessment business, “Out 
of sight, out of mind,” and it is so true when 
it comes to your assessment. Numerous 
times when I worked as an assessor, I was re- 
quired, as part of my job, to actually increase 
assessments due to information brought by a 
taxpayer. Assessors are obligated under law 
to do so if details they were not aware of are 
brought to their attention. 

Ok, you've done your homework. You've 
had an interview with the assessor, checked 
the validity of your assessment record, you’ve 
compared your assessment to similar homes 
in your local area and educated your- 
self on your municipality’s procedures, 
but you still feel that your value is just 
not right. Here’s what you do. You 
may ask yourself, “Is it worth my while 
to register a complaint?” Yes, abso- 
lutely. One error on your record could 
otherwise be inflating your assess- 
ment for 20 years or more. I'll let you 
do the math on that! The onus is on 


thrown out. Also, you can- 

not file a complaint against 
the property tax rate. I’ve seen numerous 
people appear at hearings to argue the tax 
rate only and the court members dismissed it 
immediately. 

After filing your official complaint, you will 
receive a hearing date for one or two months 
later. Most municipalities charge a filing fee, 
but if you're successful in getting your assess- 
ment reduced this filing fee will be returned 
to you as well as your tax savings! Be pre- 
pared to make an investment of your time 
to appear at the hearing as well as in pre- 
paring your presentation for the 
hearing. 


Terry Price was a property tax assessor 
in a large Canadian city for 22 years. He 
is the author of “How To Reduce Your 
Property Taxes” which includes things 
to say at hearings, fill-in templates and 
much more. Copies of his book can be 
obtained online at www.propertytaxtip. 
com, e-mail at askthetaxassessor@gmail. 
com or visit his blog at 
www.askthetaxassessor.blogspot.com 
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First Nations need to share 
best practices 


7 cross Canada, 
| Aboriginal re- 
erves face sim- 


ilar challenges. They 
all deal with glacial de- 
lays and restrictions 
of the Indian Act, im- 
pediments to private 
capital creation, gov- 
ernment funding that 
does not match pop- 
ulation growth, and, often social dysfunc- 
tions, such as high rates of substance 
abuse. Despite all this, some Aboriginal 
communities are improving. It’s worth ex- 
amining which communities are doing bet- 
ter and why under similar conditions. 

I work as a policy intern for the Fron- 
tier Centre for Public Policy 
(www.fcpp. 
org), a Winni- 
peg- 


) 


~Y 
YY 
| based policy think 

tank. My main pro- 

ject is the Aboriginal Gov- 
| ernance Index. Last year, only Manitoba 
was surveyed, but this year the survey ex- 
panded to include Saskatchewan. The In- 
dex involves going to over 100 First Nation 


 &> 
Iw 


ao 


communities and handing out surveys to 
band members asking them questions re- 
lating to elections, administration, human 
rights, economic development, transpar- 
ency and public services. 

The results are tabulated to create 
rankings of communities so First Nations 
can see which communities are doing bet- 
ter and which are doing worse. 

One highly-ranked community is Roll- 
ing River First Nation in Manitoba, which 
placed first in Manitoba and second over- 
all. When I spoke with Wilfrid Mackay, the 
acting chief, he was eager to share some of 
the practices they've implemented at the 
band level over the past few years. They 
hold regular financial meetings, he said, 


@@They [Rolling River First Na- 
tions, Manitoba] hold regular finan- 
cial meetings, he said, and whenev- 

er a project involving economic devel- 
opment comes up, they engage band 
committees and members, so 
everyone knows what is going 

on. 


and whenever a project involv- 
ing economic development comes 
up, they engage band committees and 
members, so everyone knows what is 
going on. 

“We always try to be accountable,” he 
said, stressing that the band office always 
puts up notices about band business and 
maintains an open door policy at the band 
office. “Whenever our members want to 
ask about something or speak to any is- 
sue, we always allow them access to the 
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office to speak with chief and coun- 
cil.” 

In other words, a culture of trans- 
parency fuels success. 

In fact, the most statistically sig- 
nificant correlation identified in the 
Index was the relationship between 
transparency and all other scores. 
Scoring highly on transparency 
was the biggest predictor for being 
ranked well overall. 

The best part is that creating a cul- 
ture of transparency and accounta- 
bility is something any First Nation 
community can do. They do not need 
to change the Indian Act. All it takes is vision- 
ary leadership. Most of the worst ranked Ab- 
original communities operated under a “veil 
of secrecy.” Their governments denied mem- 
bers access to financial records and they did 
not keep their membership informed about 
what was going on. This type of environment 
nurtures corruption and nepotism. These are 
the types of band governments that never tell 
their communities they are close to third par- 
ty management until it is too late. 

When I was out conducting the surveys, I 
was amazed by the hunger for this type of in- 
formation. Band members wanted to know 
how their community scored and they want- 
ed to see where everyone else ranked. One 
community I surveyed was Little Grand Rap- 
ids in Manitoba. I remember one conversa- 
tion I had with a band member. After finish- 
ing the questionnaire, she said, “How are we 
going to get this information when it is re- 
leased? Don’t just send it to the band office. 
If you do, we'll never see the results.” 

It became evident this information em- 
powered individual band members to chal- 
lenge leadership. Organizations committed 
to democratic governance could also help by 
publicizing these kinds of results and even 
help finance such studies. 

It also identifies communities at risk. Sad- 
ly, communities like Yellow Quill First Nation 
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@@ Most of the worst ranked 
Aboriginal communities 
operated under a ‘veil of 
secrecy.’ Their governments de- 
nied members access to finan- 
cial records and they did not 
keep their membership informed 
about what was going on. This 
type of environment nurtures 
corruption and nepotism.99 


were ranked very poorly. Coming in 54th 
of 61 Saskatchewan bands, it was clear 
serious problems existed. Then came 
news of two toddlers who died after be- 
ing left in the cold. Many serious social 
issues are reflected in communities with 
dysfunctional governance systems. Per- 
haps this type of information could help 
prevent another Yellow Quill. 

The results should serve as a wake- 
up call for First Nations. Most of the 
best ranked communities were in Sas- 
katchewan, like Ahtakakoop, Pasqua, 
and Cowessess. The worst communi- 
ties were in Manitoba, such as York Fac- 
tory and Grand Rapids, although Sas- 
katchewan had some communities at 
the bottom as well. Communities from 
both provinces should be concerned 
why this is. There should be active shar- 
ing of best practices between First Na- 
tion leadership. 

It’s time First Nations started shar- 
ing information and groups commit- 
ted to democratic reform help with its 
collection. 


A Metis, Joseph Quesnel is editor of the Winnipeg-based 
Aboriginal newspaper First Perspective (www.firstperspective. 
ca) and a regular contributor to the Winnipeg Sun. Joseph is a 

long-time advocate for limited government. 
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Summary of Saskatchewan surveys 


Band Name Elections ; Transparency Services | Economy Total 

1 Ahtakakoop 84% 79% 64% 84% 84% 1% 17.9% 
2 Pasqua 81% 75% 51% 86% 58% 57% 69.6% 
3 Cowessess 74% 67% 66% 1% 69% 65% 69.3% 
4 Okanese 80% 66% 71% 60% 72% 55% 68.7% 
5 Fond du Lac 62% 66% 64% 15% 83% 56% 67.1% 
6 George Gordon First Nation 79% 69% 51% ™1% 61% 64% 67.1% 
7 Muskoday 81% 64% 51% 66% 74% 57% 66.7% 
8 Muskeg Lake 73% 68% 60% 52% 84% 46% 63.9% 
9 Mistawasis 82% 1% 54% 52% 1% 40% 62.8% 
10 Wahpeton 76% 60% 50% 70% 61% 50% 62.7% 
11 Kahkewistahaw 17% 57% 56% 62% 62% 51% 62.6% 
12 Montreal Lake 69% 63% 63% 49% 79% 51% 62.5% 
13 Star Blanket 71% 58% 74% 53% 72% 35% 62.0% 
14 Flying Dust 70% 69% 34% 77% 70% 50% 61.7% 
15 Red Earth 58% 64% 57% 62% 72% 53% 60.7% 
16 Shoal Lake 72% 70% 51% 59% 59% 46% 60.5% 
17 Kawacatoose First Nation 69% 61% 49% 59% 63% 50% 59.3% 
18 Ochapowace 64% 55% 54% 69% 58% 39% 58.1% 
19 Mosquito 76% 43% 58% 47% 60% 45% 57.1% 
20 Onion Lake 79% 52% 48% 42% 58% 52% 56.8% 
21 One Arrow 63% 57% 56% 52% 61% 44% 56.4% 
22 Turner Lake (Birch Narrows) 58% 52% 60% 40% 79% 52% 56.1% 
23 Lac La Ronge 74% 54% 61% 38% 42% 53% 55.4% 
24 Fishing Lake 71% 42% 41% 57% 56% 47% 54.5% 
25 Black Lake 77% 52% 49% 43% 54% 36% 54.2% 
26 Clearwater Dene Nation 69% 45% 35% 52% 69% 43% 53.4% 
27 Muskowekwan 76% 57% 24% 54% 52% 49% 53.4% 
28 Beardy's & Okemasis 65% 53% 54% 47% 57% 34% 53.3% 
29 Cumberland House Cree 62% 57% 50% 55% 46% 41% 53.2% 
30 Sakimay 76% 42% 62% 40% 40% 31% 52.4% 
31 White Bear 70% 40% 55% 45% 34% 49% 51.6% 
32 Red Pheasant 76% 35% 58% 33% 52% 30% 51.0% 
33 Patuanak English River Dene 65% 53% 37% 43% 51% 49% 50.5% 
34 Muskowpetung 69% 52% 46% 44% 40% 37% 50.2% 
35 Ocean Man 67% 45% 54% 36% 50% 37% 49.9% 
36 Little Pine 62% 53% 47% 41% 54% 34% 49.8% 

37 Canoe Lake 67% 48% 35% 64% 40% 25% 49.3% 

38 Sweetgrass 64% 49% 40% 49% 48% 37% 49.2% 

39 Peepeekisis 63% 49% 51% 32% 56% 34% 48.6% 

40 Piapot 66% 51% 41% 42% 44% 35% 48.2% 


20 


INAIGeHOUS, dent sex 


Band Name Elections : Transparency Services Economy Total 
44 Water Hen 59% 44% 39% 57% 52% 30% 48.2% 
42 Witchekan Lake 70% 48% 38% 33% 51% 37% 47.8% 
43 Hatchet (La Plonge) 67% 37% 39% 30% 63% 41% 47.5% 
44 Sturgeon Lake 60% 38% 32% 49% 64% 34% 47.1% 
45 Makwa Sahgaichan 67% 40% 35% 35% 52% 36% 46.0% 
46 Moosomin 77% 38% 31% 27% 57% 30% 45.8% 
47 Poundmaker 55% 36% 49% 27% 64% 36% 45.0% 
48 Carry the Kettle 66% 40% 46% 29% 43% 27% 44.2% 
49 Standing Buffalo 58% 39% 40% 24% 57% 37% 43.1% 
50 Thunderchild 62% 38% 33% 34% 54% 27% 42.9% 
51 Pelican Lake 58% 31% 39% 33% 48% 37% 42.4% 
52 Litlle Black Bear 50% 34% 52% 27% 42% 28% 40.4% 
53 Keeseekoose 59% 37% 50% 17% 44% 24% 40.4% 
54 Yellow Quill 51% 37% 45% 35% 38% 28% 40.2% 
55 Big Island Lake 55% 43% 33% 31% 43% 29% 40.1% 
56 Pheasant Rump Nakota 66% 29% 56% 9% 37% 25% 40.0% 
57 James Smith 52% 40% 41% 27% 37% 37% 39.9% 
58 Saulteaux 68% 37% 42% 23% 24% 22% 39.7% 
59 Island Lake 55% 45% 27% 32% 29% 15% 35.8% 
60 Nekaneet 54% 31% 39% 23% 26% 20% 34.8% 
61 Key First Nation 62% 23% 29% 18% 36% 19% 33.8% 
a‘ Wood Mountain 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
: Whitecap Dakota 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Summary of Manitoba surveys 

1 Rolling River 76% 1% 81% 79% 80% 70% 76.5% 
2 Dakota Plains 35% 76% 55% 78% 66% 66% 59.8% 
3 Pine Creek 81% 54% 61% 56% 55% 30% 59.7% 
4 Swan Lake 79% 59% 36% 70% 58% 40% 59.5% 
5 Fairford 69% 31% 60% 55% 25% 17% 55.6% 
6 Oxford House 62% 42% 35% 55% 21% 31% 52.8% 
7 Keeseekowenin 53% 38% 26% 55% 14% 22% 52.6% 
8 Nisichawayasihk (Nelson House) 58% 50% 40% 42% 28% 34% 51.8% 
9 Gamblers 66% 38% 39% 41% 48% 39% 51.7% 
10 Jackhead 62% 45% 42% 51% 47% 55% 51.2% 
11 Bloodvein 69% 27% 32% 48% 8% 12% 51.1% 
12 Fisher River 67% 47% 57% 61% 52% 44% 50.8% 
13. Dakota Tipi 68% 41% 49% 34% 57% 48% 50.8% 
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Band Name i : Transparenc Services 


15 Sayisi (Tadoule Lake) 74% 48% 66% 37% 31% 19% 50.2% 
16 Red Sucker Lake 65% 49% 50% 44% 31% 38% 48.6% 
17 _ Birdtail 63% 46% 54% 39% 36% 38% 48.2% 
18 Garden Hill 80% 58% 31% 38% 56% 32% 47.2% 
19 Shamattawa 61% 40% 39% 51% 36% 43% 47.0% 
20 Souix Valley 72% 42% 41% 38% 40% 25% 46.3% 
21 Lake Manitoba 66% 57% 40% 35% 49% 39% 45.7% 
22 Wuskwi Sipihk 53% 35% 47% 43% 52% 36% 45.4% 
23 ~~ Fox Lake 56% 70% 48% 32% 28% 32% 45.4% 
24 Skownan 57% 56% 47% 31% 48% 25% 44.9% 
25 God's Lake Narrows 65% 54% 44% 44% 35% 37% 44.6% 
26 Mosakahiken (Moose Lake) 71% 31% 52% 46% 16% 17% 44.5% 
27 Little Saskatchewan 57% 29% 36% 40% 47% 39% 44.5% 
28 Opaskwayak 47% 51% 41% 37% 53% 39% 44.4% 
29 Norway House 55% 46% 32% 47% 32% 39% 43.4% 
30 Long Plain 63% 40% 36% 33% 40% 35% 43.0% 
31 Little Grand Rapids 68% 42% 43% 41% 22% 31% 42.9% 
32 Lake St. Martin 72% 25% 49% 31% 13% 11% 42.8% 
33 Barren Lands 59% 38% 59% 27% 33% 23% 42.6% 
34 Ebb and Flow 69% 41% 40% 21% 29% 35% 41.6% 
35 Tataskweyak 60% 48% 45% 27% 25% 31% 41.5% 
36 Pauingassi 47% 51% 53% 30% 64% 51% 41.5% 
37. — Peguis 65% 35% 43% 19% 33% 26% 41.3% 
38 O-Pipion-Pi-Win 46% 44% 50% 33% 18% 38% 39.7% 
39 Cross Lake (Pimicikamak) 49% 45% 45% 32% 18% 38% 39.4% 
4 Mathias Columb (Puk) 66% 30% 33% 18% 20% 18% 39.1% 
42 Sandy Bay 61% 34% 46% 26% 29% 16% 38.5% 
43 Brokenhead 68% 45% 47% 18% 48% 38% 37.1% 
44 Berrens River 64% 30% 57% 18% 6% 12% 36.3% 
45 Chemawain 41% 38% 40% 25% 27% 40% 35.6% 
46 — Manto Sipi 64% 41% 46% 24% 23% 32% 35.5% 
47 Lac Brochet 58% 49% 58% 6% 48% 52% 34.4% 
48 Canupawakpa Dakota 49% 37% 46% 19% 22% 21% 34.4% 
49 York Factory 52% 32% 32% 32% 22% 12% 33.1% 
50 Black River 59% 48% 50% 16% 37% 36% 32.3% 
51 Grand Rapids 38% 46% 50% 19% 43% 51% 30.9% 
: Roseau River 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 


* Refused to participate Note: The Aboriginal Governance Index is based on data gathered from 1,780 surveys of people living on reserves, (789 collected in Manitoba and 991 from 
Saskatchewan). Overall, 51% of respondents were women and 49% were men. Each ranking is based on a weighted composite of scores evaluating six broad areas of good governance. A 
copy of the survey questions and full report is available from the Frontier Centre for Public Policy at www.fcpp.org 
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Business as usual at 
Industry Canada 


n January 2007, your CTF released “On 
[e Dole: Businesses, Lobbyists and In- 
dustry Canada’s Subsidy Programs,” that 
traced $18.4-billion in handouts from 1982 
to 2006. Toronto Star columnist Carol Goar 
wrote when it comes to corpo- 
rate welfare, “Today, only 
the Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation is manning the 
barricades.” You can be 
sure that when it comes to advocating 


the responsible use of tax dollars, your 
CTF will tiever abandon emees Handouts & repayments under the 


What is corporate welfare? Corporate PCat atet IE) cae el Ltd a ed ols Lt 
welfare can be defined as any govern- (1982-1994) 
ment program that provides unique ben- 


efits or advantages to specific companies [MMOle Mie (ll Camm OCMC) NUS % repaid 
or industries. This includes programs 

that provide direct grants to business- 91.3% 
es, programs that provide research and oth- 


$2.420.564.377 $515.695.640 


er services for industries, and programs that These two earlier corporate welfare pro- 
provide subsidized loans or financial guaran- grams — DIPP and TPC — should have been 
tees to companies. These programs are ei- enough to convince politicians that govern- 
ther geared toward economic development ment funding schemes are rife with trouble. 
goals or to protect inefficient industries from Recently released information from Industry 
market competition. However, the discretion- Canada continues to drive this point home. 
ary nature of these benefits opens the In March, 2006, then-Industry 
door to abuses. And it doesn’t seem Minister Maxime Bernier announced 
to matter who is in power — the abus- ©@ Toronto plans to regularly post repayments to 
es continue. Star column- TPC online, with one caveat. Recipi- 
This past February, federal Indus- ist Carol Goar ents had to agree to have their num- 
try Minister Jim Prentice announced a wrote when it bers made public. Since then, Indus- 
$19.6-million “repayable investment” comes to cor-. try Canada has quietly updated re- 
in Diamond D-JET, a jet airplane porate welfare, payment information. But don't look 


company. It was notable for one main 
reason: it was the first government 
handout funded through Ottawa’s new 
Strategic Aerospace Defence Initia- 


for a government news release. Pro- 
active disclosure has only drawn at- 
tention to what corporate welfare 
critics have said for years: repay- 


‘Today, only 
the Canadian 
Taxpayers Fed- 


tive (SADI). The program replaced eration Is man- ments are as pathetic as ever. 

the discredited subsidy sinkhole Tech- "Ng the barri- The most recent update from In- 
nology Partnerships Canada. Prior to cades.’@® dustry Canada posted January 
TPC, Ottawa funnelled money to busi- 3, 2008 (see list page 25), shows 
nesses by way of the Defence Industry Produc- TPC’s total repayments at $295.3-million. 
tivity Program (DIPP). This amounts to a paltry 8.4 per cent of the 


23 


$3.5-billion handed out by TPC over its 
ten plus year history. 

Industry Canada now says that TPC 
repayments are “in line with forecasts.” 
Yet, that can be chalked up to quiet- 
ly decreasing expectations. In Septem- 
ber 2005, Industry Canada expected to 
recoup $4.4-billion by 2030; today that 
figure has been reduced to $2.4-billion. 
This is bureaucratic trickery at its worst 
and is designed to somehow make taxpayers 
believe repayments are doing just fine when 
nothing could be further from the truth. Next, 
they'll write-off all the outstanding billions and 
claim repayments have reached 100 per cent! 

When Maxime Bernier released the first re- 
port of TPC repayments in March 2006, it 
contained a “name and shame” provision that 
was supposed to cajole recipients to take re- 
payments more seriously. Yet, a comparison 
of the January 2008 and March 2006 lists re- 
veals there may be no shame. 

Of the 214 companies named on both lists, 
93 had made repayments as of March 2006 — 
yet of these 93, twenty-nine have made no re- 
payments since. Do you know any bank that 
accepts a two-year payment freeze on out- 
standing loans? Also, 53 companies have nev- 


National Researck 


It is maddening that taxpayers 
are not consulted on who gets bil- 
lions of their dollars, yet compa- 
nies who receive those dollars de- 
cide what information — if any — 
will be given to taxpayers. If a pub- 
licly-traded company treated its 
shareholders with such contempt 
its board would likely find itself be- 
hind bars. 

But this has long been how Industry Cana- 
da operates its subsidy programs. The feder- 
al government's response is always the same. 
First, deny the difficulties and continue to 
peddle taxpayers a false bill of goods. Second, 
when denial becomes impossible, pledge to fix 
the problems. Third, ultimately replace trou- 
bled programs with brand new ones operat- 
ing under a different name but similar rules. 
The result is predicable. Each new scheme 
soon becomes plagued by the same problems 
as the previous one and taxpayers continue to 
fork over billions to otherwise profitable com- 
panies. 

It started over forty years ago with DIPP A 
program that hasn't existed in over a decade 
still has a repayment record of less than 25 
per cent; yet the government doesn't bother to 


Adam 
Taylor 


Directo 


er made any repayments and 
68 have not yet consented to 
the release of their numbers. 


@@The most recent up- 


post which companies have 
repaid what or how much 
they got in the first place. 


That Industry Canada now 
releases any repayment re- 
cords voluntarily is a posi- 
tive step forward. When your 
CTF asked for repayment re- 
cords of loan recipients back in 
1998 the requests were denied. 
Again in 2002, requests were 
denied. But official complaints 
filed with the Information Com- 
missioner were successful and 
repayment records slowly came 
to light. The Access to Infor- 
mation Act’s privacy regula- 
tions allow recipients to make 
their case as to why their repay- 
ment numbers should be with- 
held. Long ago, Ottawa should 
have made it mandatory to dis- 
close repayment records. 


date from Industry Cana- 
da posted January 3, 2008, 
lists TPC’s total repayments 

at $295.3-million. This 

amounts to a paltry 8.4 per 
cent of the $3.5-billion 
handed out by TPC 
over its ten plus 
year history.9® 


Then it was TPC and with its 
less than 10 per cent repay- 
ment record it has done the 
unthinkable: it made DIPP 
look good by comparison. 
Now TPC has been replaced 
by the new SADI program. 
Government officials in- 
sist they’ve finally got it 
right with this latest hand- 
out program but ten years 
ago they said the same 
thing when they introduced 
TPC. The only way to tru- 
ly get it right is to recognize 
that failed 19th century in- 
dustrial strategy is ill-suit- 
ed to sound 21st public poli- 
cy. Mr. Prentice, it is time to 
end corporate welfare. 


Technology Partnerships Canada repayments 


As of Jan 1, 2008 -- Includes company name, amount of government assistance & repayments made, if any. 


Company Total Authorized Repayments reported Repayments as of % Repaid 
Assistance Jan 3, 2008 March 24, 2006 to Date 
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$29,359,998 $9,848,723 $9,283,500 33.5% 
Baultar Composite Inc. $446,479 $99,750 $99,750 22.3% 
B-Con Engineering Inc. $900,000 


| eee) Ce (eee 

Bell Helicopter Textron Canada Limited | giteozn00 ff 

Bioniche Life Sciences Inc 0 

, | $36,333,930 | 

Canadian Shipbuilding & Engineering Ltd. | $4.5o0000 = | tgs fs 
[somone 


Bombardier $141 837,593 $36,333,930 $36,333,930 25.6% 
CMC Electronics Inc. $23,706,431 $264,644 $264,644 


Total Authorized Repayments reported Repayments as of % Repaid 
Assistance Jan 3, 2008 March 24, 2006 to Date 
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Company Total Authorized Repayments reported Repayments as of 
Assistance Jan 3, 2008 March 24, 2006 


General Dynamics Canada Ltd. $2,170,000 $120 


General Dynamics Odrnance and Tactical ee eed 
Systems-Canada Inc. 

Goodrich Aerospace Canada Ltd. | $59,350 fsa | 
NEX Pharmaceuticals Corporation en 
ntegran Technologies Inc. 


ntelligent Mechatronics Systems Inc $2,999,414 


ee (eS 
ee ee 
nternational Truck & Engine Corp - Canada | 300000 | 
nternational Water-Guard Ind Inc 
nventus Technology Inc 
ogen Energy Corporation 


Kiadis Pharma Canada Inc. 
Kongsberg Mesotech Ltd. 
Koss Machine & Tool Co. $65,097 
MacDonald, Dettwiler and Assoc Inc. $29,969,489 


Magellan Aerospace Limited $22,077,750 $3,314,523 $3,314,523 


Maratek Environmental Inc. $482,922 $10,432 $10,432 
Mattson Technology Canada Inc. $8,336,507 Pe ee 
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% Repaid 
to Date 


Company Total Authorized Repayments reported Repayments as of % Repaid 
Assistance Jan 3, 2008 March 24, 2006 to Date 
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PCI Geomatics Group Inc. ee 

Petrobank Energy and Resources Ltd. ——————e 

Pirlitor Machine & Tool Ltd. 
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Company Total Authorized Repayments reported Repayments as of % Repaid 
Assistance Jan 3, 2008 March 24, 2006 to Date 
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Thermo CRS Ltd $1,120,761 $551,959 $354,005 


Tm Bioscience Corporation $7,300,000 


Thales Canada Inc. $19,890,000 $5,810,192 $3,312,692 
TIR Systems Ltd $6,636,271 


Tundra Semiconductor Corporation $7,396,000 $607,764 $607,764 
Valiant Corporation $6,071,693 


Vistar Telecommunications Inc $941,462 $371,145 $371,145 


Viking Air Limited $191,800 $28,770 fF 
ViXS Systems Inc. $9,152,880 


Viron Therapeutics Inc. $4,938,825 
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Yotta Yotta Inc $7,673,513 Po 


Transcore Link Logistics Inc. $5,250,000 a a ee 


Zarlink Semiconductor Inc. $7,150,737 


[Repayments repoted by rausty Canada || $95,900,000 | $56,404,576 


Source: Status Report Repayments to the Technology Partnerships Canada Program: tpc.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/tpc-ptc.nsf/en/hb00510e.html *Companies who have, to date, not 
authorized the release of repayment information 


N reat CTF looked at the effects of 
carbon taxes in European countries 
and found a warning tale. As 
detailed in the January/February edition 
of The Taxpayer, UK policy makers put 
in a fuel poverty strategy to help families 
heat their homes after the government 
imposed a carbon tax. Denmark’s experience 
with carbon taxes was even more damning, 
In 1991, Denmark imposed a “revenue-neutral” carbon tax. 
What happened? Well, by 1998, carbon taxes turned out to be not-so-neutral and 
in fact became an important source of government revenue — a tax grab. Along with high- 
er energy prices however, came manufacturing industry shut downs. With less manufac- 
turing came lower carbon tax revenue. To stem the outflow of manufacturing jobs from 
the country the government decided to — wait for it — subsidize energy costs for select 
manufacturers. 
So, in typical bureaucratic fashion, instead of getting rid of a job-killing tax, the govern- 
ment created a supposed job-saving subsidy. As usual, that policy didn’t work very well. 
With economic growth hovering at less than 1% and a 25% drop in the number of 


manufacturing jobs, the Danes threw need to ask ourselves, though, is: does 
out the Social Democratic/Radical Par- B.C. have to return to have-not status 
ty coalition government and elected the to achieve lower emissions? Should 
Liberal-Conservative government in B.C. have to lose manufacturing in- 
2001 that promised to freeze taxes, in- dustries before the government comes 
cluding carbon taxes. ! to its senses and learns from the mis- 

Today, the government is lowering by Maureen takes of other countries? The lack of 
all taxes to turn the economy around. Bader debate on this issue in the legislature 
So, did all the economic pain lower is a sign that it may. Your CTF contin- 
carbon dioxide emissions? Yes, CO2 ues to bring the disastrous economic ef- 
emissions fell by 10%. The question we in B.C. fects of carbon taxes to light. 


Municipalities and P3s success 


Chilliwack to celebrate with a private developer to fi- cause the private partner de- 

the successful public- nance, design, build, operate, signed the facility based ona 
private partnership (P3) that and ultimately transfer the fixed budget. In a more tra- 
city developed with its new arena to the city. ditional model, such as the 
Prospera Centre, a 5,100 seat The Chilliwack project was Convention Centre in Vancou- 


Ya CTF travelled to civic arena. The city partnered on-time and on-budget be- 
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ver, one architect will design the project then a 
city will put the design out to tender. Even though 
this kind of project may also have a budget, a con- 
struction company has a big incentive to submit 

a low bid. Once the construction company wins 
the tender for the pre-designed project, it points 
out all the changes that need to be made, and how 
much extra all these changes will cost. It makes 
up for its low bid with “change fees.” 

The city of Chilliwack protected itself from 
change fees by tendering a fixed price project that 
would have the winning bidder design the facility. 
(The city also, incidentally, has someone on staff 
with significant construction industry experience.) 
If the winning bidder had a problem and need- 
ed to change the design, the bidder would have 
to cover the cost of the change, not the city. That 
way, the city was protected from cost overruns. 

As the overspending disaster of the Convention 
Centre project in Vancouver shows, even our pro- 
vincial government could learn a lesson from the 
success in Chilliwack. Hf 


- 


“Maureen Bader with Chilliwack Mayor | 
Clint Hames 


Out of control perks to bureaucrats 


T= government wastes a lot of tax dol- 
lars, but two recent high-profile missteps 
show how it is becoming increasingly out 
of touch. 

First, the government announces it will pay 
bureaucrats to volunteer at the Olym- 
pics. Not only has the government 
coined a new term — paid volunteers 


be it’s time to start cutting the bureaucratic fat. 
Then, in another e-mail, the government an- 
nounced a contest for bureaucrats that would 
put them into the running for a taxpayer-fund- 
ed trip to Montreal for a global warming work- 
shop with climate change guru Al 
Gore. You CTF reminded the B.C. 
government that the High Court in 


— it has insulted the people who have @@Not only has Britain ruled that showing Mr. Gore’s 


freely offered their time at no expense 
— the real volunteers. The entire bu- 
reaucracy, about 30,000 people, re- 


the government 
coined a new 


film “An Inconvenient Truth” in UK 
schools was misleading students into 
believing it accurately represented cli- 


ceived an e-mail saying if they took a term - paid mate science and was in violation of 
week of their vacation time to volun- volunteers - it the political indoctrination section of 
teer at the Olympics, they would be has insulted the country’s Education Act of 1996. 


given an additional week of paid leave the peop 


le who They don’t seem to care; the Camp- 


to volunteer for the entire two-week have freely bell government’s e-mail implies that 
period of the Olympics. After a huge afforad their once bureaucrats have been enlight- 
public outcry that your CTF played a : ened in Mr. Gore’s workshop, they 
big part in, the government backed off time at no will come back and educate others. 
and said only 300 bureaucrats would expense9® Certainly, there must be a better use 


be given extra time off. Incredibly, the 
government insists there will be no 

service reduction while all those bu- 

reaucrats are off lolly-gagging about at the Olym- 
pics. Oh really? If there are that many extra bu- 
reaucrats hanging around in Victoria, then may- 
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for tax dollars than trips to ‘educa- 

tion camps,’ to create a group of bu- 

reaucrat-propagandists to “enlighten” 
the rest of their comrades about global warming 
dogma. The government's ideological zeal on this 
issue knows no bounds. 


lberta 


waiting for 


2 


lbertans have 
been teased with 
erious health 


care reform for the 
past decade. The idea 
of reform first raised 
its head with Bill 37 in 
1998. Bill 37 sought 
to put in place regu- 
lations for accrediting private 
hospitals. Protests led to the 
government backtracking on 
Bill 37 and instead appointing 
a blue-ribbon panel to study 
the issue. Their studies led to 
the introduction of Bill 11 in 
2000. 

Once again, organized pro- 


by Scott 
Hennig 
Alberta Director 


tests by health care un- 
ions and other lovers 
of the status-quo led to 
amendments to Bill 11, 
but it was still passed 
in 2000. Unfortunate- 
ly, union fears of a ram- 
pant spread of pri- 
vate health care follow- 
ing the passing of the bill never 
materialized. 

The 2001 Mazankowski Re- 
port identified the serious is- 
sues facing the health care sys- 
tem and suggested some so- 
lutions. It was temporari- 
ly hearkened, debated and re- 
viewed but has been ignored 


32 


<> 1))_ health 


care 
reform 


since. 

Premier Ralph Klein’s 
“Third-Way” approach to health 
care reform (first mentioned in 
2005) was also fought strongly 
and effectively by health unions 
and others. All talk of allowing 
supplemental private health in- 
surance disappeared in 2006, 
along with the “Third-Way.” 

Fortunately, all hope for re- 
form of our health care system 
is not lost. Alberta’s new health 
minister, Ron Liepert, is talk- 
ing the right talk. 

“It’s all on the table,” Liepert 
recently told journalists. 

This is good news as main- 
taining the crumbling sta- 
tus quo is not a lofty goal. Ac- 
cording to a 2007 report by 
the Fraser Institute, Alber- 
ta ranked fourth out of the ten 
provinces when it comes to 
wait lists. 

What's the solution? In the 
recently released National Phy- 
sicians Survey, 57.3 percent 
of Alberta doctors cited fund- 
ing as an impediment to deliv- 
ery of care. 

If money really was the driv- 
ing factor, Alberta should have 
the shortest wait times in the 
country, and they should be 
dropping each year. In 1993, 
the Alberta government spent a 
little over $4-billion on health 
care, this year they will spend 
over $13-billion. Even adjusted 
for growth in population and 
inflation, Alberta has increased 


Axibe 


@6A 54 percent increase in real funding for health care 


and the result? Wait times 


shovelling good tax dollars after bad into the system isn’t 


have nearly doubled. Clearly 


working for Alberta. 9® 


real health care spending 
by 54 percent during this 
same period. 

A 54 percent increase in 
real funding for health care 


and the result? Wait times have 


nearly doubled. Clearly, shovelling 
good tax dollars after bad into the 
system isn’t working for Alberta. 


Luckily, Alberta’s new health 


rta 


minister is off to a better start 
than the last one. He at least 
understands the need for 
change. To quote: “One thing 
that is certain is that change is 
going to happen over the next 
four years because if we don't, 
we don't have a health-care sys- 
tem for any of us.” The clock is 
ticking Mr. Minister. 


An Ode to fiscal responsibility 


The following is an excerpt from a poem written by Doug Griffiths, MLA for 
BattleRiver - Wainwright, Alberta entitled, ‘The Three Ironies of Me.’ 


The second one is tough as 
nails, 

To go against the grain, 

To preach that we spend 
Jar too much, 

For results that never 
change 


More money now or mon- 
ey then, 

The answer we will never 
know. 

But a question’s missed 
that we should ask 

How do we make the fu- 
ture grow? 


Money abounds in every 

town 

And is spread across the land, 

But spending too much leaves our children 
Just a cold and empty hand. 


They say there’s nothing we can't have, 
Because we are rich, and filthy so. 

We made sacrifices for several years, 
So onward spending we will go. 


But there never has and never is, 

A place in the history books we read, 
That says the sacrificing is ever done, 
And that we get all we ever need. 


The onus of every generation 
Through time and age again, 

Is that we build life for tomorrow 
Because Alberta never ends. 


Doug Griffiths, MLA 


Yet all I hear across the land 
Is that no one cares just how 
But if you hope to win again 
You will give it to me now. 


And so I think about the future, 

The one I build_for my son, 

And I know that I must make a stand, 
Because the sacrificing’s never done. 


We double spending in ten short years 
And everyone cries its tough. 

We spend more here than anywhere 
And still it’s not enough. 


We won't give up one little thing. 
We want more than we need. 
Spend it all until none is left, 
Could be Alberta’s creed 


And in twenty years, this boom long gone, 
When we take a look back then, 

Shame should fill our hearts when we say, 
Iam sorry I did it again 


But it won't be you who has to pay. 

You won't be broke in line at the till. 
You will have had everything you want, 
It is next generation who will 


So get elected by spending it all, 

Or build something my son can see. 
That sums up the consequence, 
And the second irony of me. 


But never fear for I understand, 
The young role that I must play, 
That I will make the future bright 
Come hell or judgement day. 


TY 


Budget a mixed bag 


budget, your Canadian Taxpayers Feder- 

ation was looking for three things: educa- 
tion property tax relief, income tax relief, and re- 
strained spending, We got one out of three. 


Ho into the Saskatchewan Party’s first 


Education Property Tax Relief 

Education tax relief was one of 40 election 
platform promises the government claims to 
have fulfilled in this budget. The Sask Party 
promised to double property tax rebates and in- 
crease K-12 education funding by 20 percent, 
and is on pace to do just that. In 2008-09, re- 
bates for businesses and homeowners will in- 
crease from 10 to 12 percent, and from 38 to 
47 percent for agricultural land. On average, 
this means another $27 back for homeowners, 
and $477 back for farmers. The province will 
pour an extra $34.6 million into K-12 education 
(a 5 percent increase), and add an extra $100 
million for school building projects. 


Personal Income Taxes 

Your CTF proposed that the basic personal 
exemption (BPE) be raised to $15,000 and all 
residents pay an 11 percent single rate—a move 
that would return nearly $500 million annually 
to taxpayers. Instead, the Sask Party proposed, 
and adhered to, a plethora of boutique tax cuts 
that benefit some, but not all taxpayers. 

This compromises our competitive po- 
sition. Albertans are taxed at 10 “é; 
percent at anything more _we“e 
than $16,161. P 
British Co- 
lum- 


bians don’t pay 10.5 percent until they make 
$70,000 in taxable income. And all of their tax 
rates are slated to fall for the next three years. 
Nevertheless, Saskatchewan will see no in- 
come tax changes this year, except that inflation 
bumps the BPE to just under $9,000. 


Spending Restraint 

Your CTF advised that spending be kept to 
the rate of inflation and population growth. Be- 
cause the new Saskatchewan Growth and Fi- 
nancial Security Act calls for half of all future 
surpluses to be dedicated to debt repayment, 
and half to infrastructure, restrained spending 
meant ample dollars for both areas. 

Instead, debt repayment was left in the dust 
by an extra $1 billion put into infrastructure. 
The largest beneficiary was roads at $408 mil- 
lion, with health second at $191 million for fa- 
cilities and equipment. Municipalities get an ad- 
ditional $139 million. 

Health spending will grow 8.7 percent this 
year and take a record 43.7 percent of the to- 
tal budget. This continues a decade-long trend 
where public health costs grow four times faster 
than inflation. 

And it doesn’t stop there. The nanny state 
took another step forward—literally—as $45.3 
million more went into child care and early 
childhood development. University students got 
a tuition freeze for the fourth-straight year. And, 
each graduate is poised to have up to $20,000 


@61n 2008-09, [education tax] rebates for 
businesses and homeowners will increase 


> from 10 to 12 percent, and from 38 to 
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47 percent for agricultural land. On 
average, this means another $27 
back for homeowners, and $477 
back for farmers. 9® 


atchewan 


ments. Hope for future surpluses rely 
on higher-than-expected resource reve- 
nues. 


of that tuition rebated, should he 
or she stay in Saskatchewan. All 
told, the province will spend 5 per- 
cent more than last year and rely 
on crown profits just to stay in the 
black. 


Conclusion 

The government says it’s learning 
from what Alberta did wrong by not let- 
ting infrastructure fall behind. Where 
then is what Alberta did right — namely 
debt repayment, and income tax relief? 


A word on debt repayment 

A $250 million one-time wonder, 
with nothing following in future years. 
This means our debt will sit at $10.4 


by Lee 
Harding 
| Saskatchwan Director 


billion including crown debt and con- 
tinue to cost $1.5 million a day in interest pay- 
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LA pay has increased by 15.4 percent 
M in just two years, from a taxable equiv- 

alent of $73,173 to $84,409 today. 
Wage hikes mandated by an all-party commit- 
tee in 2006 led to the drastic increases. The ba- 
sic MLA indemnity rose to $82,110 following 
the last election, to be indexed for inflation each 
April 1. This year’s 2.8 percent increase gives 
cabinet ministers an annual wage of $127,384. 
Deputy Premier Krawetz will make $133,523, 
and Premier Wall, $145,799. 

Total wages now approach $6 million. The 
average salary is currently $102,783, since ful- 
ly 37 of the 57 sitting MLAs receive bonuses for 
additional duties. Roles include premier, op- 
position leader, house leader or deputy house 
leader, speaker, deputy speaker, cabinet min- 
ister, committee chair or deputy chair, whip 
or deputy whip. The dollar totals would be 
even higher had the government not declined 
to pay seven legislative secretaries their 
$12,560 entitlement. 

MLAs receive many additional bene- 
fits for their public service, including 
health and dental benefits. The govern- 
ment matches their pension contri- 
butions, dollars they can access as 
early as age 50. As well, all MLAs 
receive a “transition allowance” 
when they leave office equiv- 
alent to one month’s pay for d 
every year served. An outgoing Pp 

» 


Though this budget may fulfil promises, 
it does not offer much change—especially the 
kind taxpayers can keep in their wallet. 


12-year MLA would have received $64,817 in 
2006, but would now get $84,409—a 30.2 per- 
cent increase. 

Public sector unions are predictably using 
the hike in MLA pay to fuel their own wage de- 
mands. Already 15,000 Saskatchewan govern- 
ment workers earn $813 million annually, an 
average of almost $54,000. 

Incredibly, Finance Minister Rod Gantefo- 
er said in late March that he has never heard 
members of the public express concern about 
the lev- _el of MLA salaries. 

Yet, the average Saskatchewan 
MLA makes more than two and a 
half times than the average wage 

of his constituents: $38,049. If this 
concerns you, do let Minister Gante- 
foer know “for the first time.’ 


Hon. Rod Gantefoer 
Minister of Finance 


Room 312, Legislative Building, 
Regina, Sask, S4S OB3 


Tel: (306) 787-6060 
Fax: 787-6055 
Constituency Office 

Tel: 1-800-242-6796 


E-mail: rgantefoer@mla.legasse 
mbly.sk.ca 


N/enitoba 


PIG Headed Politicians 


ow do you support a bil- 
H lion dollar industry? You 

shut it down. That is, if 
you're Manitoba’s NDP govern- 
ment. 

In late 2006, the NDP govern- 
ment introduced a hog morato- 
rium throughout the province in 
order to study the environmental 
impact of hog production facili- 
ties. The results of the study, re- 
leased in the Clean Environment 
Commission’s March, 2008 re- 
port, noted that “environmental 
sustainability is achievable”. 

Although the report indicated 
a number of recommendations 
for improving the industry, it con- 
tained nothing about banning fu- 


ture growth in this industry. Nev- ~~ ae po e 
ertheless, the NDP marched on @@ The hog industry in Manitoba has grown 

with its anti-hog campaign and exponentially over the past decade. Today it is over a 
decided to ban all future hog in- billion dollar industry and employs over 15,000 people. 
dustry growth for the Red River ‘ . 

Valley, South Eastern Manitoba The ban couldn't come at a worse time. 

and the Interlake Region. 

The NDP claimed the scientif- According to the University’s Agriculture de- 
ic data in the report supported the extension partment Dean Trevan “to pretend they're bas- 
of the moratorium. Sound believable? Not ac- ing their decision upon the evidence damag- 
cording to the scientists who provided the data. eS everybody, including them. And that's the bit 

The University of Manitoba’s Agriculture De- _ that really worries me”. 
partment, a key provider of data for the report, The hog industry in Manitoba has grown ex- 
has lashed out against the government's deci- ponentially over the past decade. Today it is 
sion and criticized their “misinterpretation” of over a billion dollar industry and employs over 
the data to justify its industry ban. 15,000 people. The ban couldn’t have come 


at a worse time. With hog processing plants 
: knocking on Manitoba’s door with plans for ex- 
'D) | d We) U kn ow? pansion, the government's “go away” attitude 
will surely send them to friendlier pastures in 
Manitoba now has the second high- Saskatchewan, North Dakota and other places. 
est minimum wage in Canada, second The hog expansion ban is just another exam- 
only to Ontario. So what does Manito- ple of the NDP government's attack on our ag- 
ba’s new $8.50 minimum wage mean to riculture community. CTF supporters will re- 
the average worker? About another $3.a member the NDP’s $2 a head cow tax that was 
day with a 6 percent increase in costs_for introduced back in 2006. If anything, it’s time 
business. for a “pigheaded idea tax” to bring them to their 
senses. 
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THAWING the Freeze 


en first elected in 1999, the 
NDP government brought in 
a tuition freeze for Manitoba’s 


post-secondary institutions. While stu- 
dent unions applauded this policy, ad- 
ministrators and many educators saw 
this as the beginning of what would like- 
ly be a decline in the quality of educa- 
tion for students in our province. 

With rumours the freeze could be lifted in the 


by Adrienne 
Batra 
Manitoba Director 


cy would allow universities to charge 
whatever they want, with more gener- 
ous subsidies more smartly directed to- 
wards those in need. The current sys- 
tem, means everyone gets the same 
break — the children of both the Wal- 
Mart employee alongside the Aspers. 
Ironically, those who fight against tax 
breaks for “the rich” are the first to de- 


fend subsidizing tuition for everyone, irrespec- 
tive of the awkward fact that not everyone needs 


next provincial budget, student groups are al- 
ready raising alarm bells that leaving the tuition 


New CTF Director 


increases in the hands of post-sec- 
ondary institutions could limit ac- 
cess to some students. But that 
hardly seems like a convincing ar- 
gument, considering post-secondary 
education tuition in Manitoba is al- 
ready among the lowest in Canada. 
Further, on average, and depend- 
ing on the province, tuition fees 

are around 30 percent of the actu- 
al cost of a student's education. An 
annual $3,500 charge when it costs 
$10,000 per year to provide the ser- 
vice is quite the discount. 

In addition to already being 
heavily subsidized, tuition costs 
are now eligible for a 60 percent 
refund on your income taxes if you 
work in Manitoba, regardless of 
where you did your post second- 
ary education. So, for example, 

a four-year Arts degree costs ap- 
proximately $12,000, with the tui- 
tion rebate, a graduate can receive 
$7,000 back on their taxes, mak- 
ing the real cost of their degree 
$5,000, or $1,250/year. 

The University of Manitoba’s en- 
gineering students overwhelming- 
ly voted in favour in a referendum 
last year to increase their tuition 
as they recognized the fallacy of a 
tuition freeze and the negative im- 
pact on their education. 

A more sensible tuition poli- 


the same break. 


The CTF is pleased 
to announce the ap- 
pointment of Col- 
in Craig as the CTF’s 
new provincial director 
and spokesman in the 
province of Manitoba. 
Born and raised in the 
province, Colin earned 
an economics degree 
from the University of 
Manitoba and is cur- 
rently pursuing a Mas- 
ters in Business Ad- 
ministration part-time. 

While attending uni- 
versity, Colin worked 
as executive assistant to Manitoba’s Education Minister 
and later served as a researcher with the official opposi- 
tion. Following graduation, he served as a policy advisor 
to Ontario’s Minister of Finance. In that capacity he ad- 
vised the minister on several areas of taxation as well as 
the restructuring of the province’s electricity market. 

Most recently, Colin worked as the project director for 
the Economic Opportunity Commission, a city of Winni- 
peg task force that provided the city with dozens of ideas 
for spending existing tax dollars more efficiently. 

In his spare time Colin enjoys participating in a wide 
range of sports, reading and travelling. Colin has trav- 
elled throughout the world and previously lived in Japan 
for three years. 
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AECL*LEO- 
Sunshine Bureaucrats 


Break the Bank 


very year the Ontario government publishes the Sun- @@Wage comparisons 
B= List; the list of Ontario bureaucrats making between the public and 
in excess of $100,000. It is one useful measure for private sector 
transparency of government spending. Every year brings a hari 
new surprise and 2008's list is no exception. Hanon 2 hi 
This year’s list reveals the $100,000 club has climbed is a 9% premium 
from 33,440 last year to 42,549 this year: a whopping in- in the public 
crease of 27% in one year! And for the first time a civil serv- sector over the 
ant has broken the $2 million barrier, with Paul Haggis the private sector for by Kevin 
head of municipal pensions pocketing a cool $2.2 million. remuneration cake ae 


No one begrudges skilled workers, area experts, doctors 
and lawyers earning a fair wage. However, getting onto the 
list places civil servants in rarefied company with the top 5% 


for similar work 
which rises to 14% when 


ai Wiceiie eariers 1a Onan: lucrative public-sector defined 
Wage comparisons between the public and private sec- benefit pensions are 
tor reveal that there is a 9% premium in the public sector applied. 9® 


over the private sector for remuneration for similar work 
which rises to 14% when lucrative public-sector defined benefit pensions 
are applied. 


What crazy labour practices the province, cities, crown corpora- , i 4 
and agencies must employ when thousands of police = <| SJ 

officers, firefighters, TTC drivers and ticket takers, fe 

and teachers are earning their way into the elite top — 


5% of Ontario income earners. ; 
The list raises important questions about how a 
public sector human resource policies al- “4 
low government costs to balloon. Tax- 
payers are rightfully concerned 
»»when government sal- 
aries and taxes in- 
crease substan- 
tially yet 
servic- 
es don't. 
Work- 
» ing for 
govern- 
ment 
: should be 
~~ a noble call- 
a ing not an 


entitlement to 
the newly rich. 


CAC CUAC 


Needing shelter from budget fallout 


ntario Finance Minister 
@) Dwight Duncan issued 

the first budget of 
the McGuinty government's 
second consecutive mandate. 
Instead of a taxpayer-friendly 
path forward, it grows a more 
expensive Ontario. No one 
should be surprised, really. The 
budget merely continues the 


@@Next 


from Tax Free Savings 
Accounts announced in 


i the last federal budget. 

spending Sadly for taxpayers, 

will go this good news is 

up $19 eclipsed by the budget 

for every reality that next year 

$1 of tax Spending will go up $19 

relief. @@ for every $1 of tax relief. 
, This is hardly balanced 


government's preference for 
high taxes, high spending and 
its opposition to meaningful tax 


relief. 


The Ontario economy has 
seen tremendous growth and 
prosperity over the last ten years. Budgeting 
during these good times has been easy as 
government revenues soared. Unfortunately, 
during this long period of sustained prosperity, 
the government did not lay the necessary 


groundwork to deal 
with an imminent 
period of economic 
challenge. Had they 
done so, Mr. McGuinty 
would have followed 
the CTF’s advice to 
control spending, 
reduced tax levels 
for individuals and 
business and whittle 
away at the debt. 
Sadly, Mr. McGuinty 
did everything but; 
and with this budget 
sends a clear message 
that Ontarions can 
expect more of the 
same 
There is one small 
success for taxpayers 
in the budget — a 
measure the CTF had 
been calling for. The 
government announced 
it will not tax income 


as the government claims. 

To top it all off, only days after the 
budget, the government announces 
it plans to introduce two new taxes; 
one for tires and one for electronics. 
McGuinty calls these fees not taxes, 
but taxpayers see through such sophomoric 
language games. A tax by any name smells just 
as bad. 

Rest assured, your CTF will fight against any 
new taxes being imposed! 


Tic Tac Corporate welfare leaves bad taste 


Last August your CTF criticized the McGuinty government — on 
the eve of the provincial election in an apparent effort to buy votes — 
for having handed $5.5 million to international candy manufacturer 
Ferrero Rocher Canada to create a ‘Confectionery Centre of Excellence’ 
by upgrading its Tic Tac line facilities in Brantford, Ontario. 

When the cash flowed your CTF said, “there is no good reason to 
give a private, global, profitable firm taxpayer money. Vote-buying 
schemes like this, on the eve of an election, should stop. They say 
that Tic Tac is more than a breath mint. It sure is. It’s a taxpayer cash 
mint”. 

Little good the money did! On 31 March 2008 the Canadian Food 
Inspection Agency issued a warning advising that Ferrero Canada has 
issued a voluntary recall of certain flavours of Tic Tacs. The recall 
concerns small pieces of plastic packaging material that may be inside 
the Tic Tac container. 

There is nothing excellent about taxpayers’ dollars funding failed 
and dangerous products. This corporate welfare grant leaves a bad 
taste in their mouth. 

Ferrero is recalling its dangerous Tic Tacs and Premier McGuinty 
should recall the taxpayer cash Ferrero was given. This is just one 
more example of the failure that is corporate welfare. 
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Rates so low, you'd think... 


Your CTF is pleased to announce a rate reduction for supporters who have 
signed up for the CTF’s exclusive long distance affinity program. Supporters 
can now call anytime, anywhere in Canada and the U.S. for just 3.9 cents a 
minute. And, CTF supporters (provided both are signed up) can still call 

' ~~ each other for a rate of only 2.5 cents a minute! 


Long distance 
telephone rates: 


23. O¢ 


% aminuts fie ¢] minute anytime, anywhere 
aes in Canada or the U.S. 


The CTF has partnered with West Can 
Telecommunications to provide this great long 
distance package exclusively for CTF supporters. 


Billing by the minute / Low international long distance rates 
Low rates on toll-free services / Conference calling 


| Call today to get in on this great deal: 
ey 


